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Abstract: The article seeks to compare how linguistics and engineering scholars
employ research gap identification (RGI) strategies by identifying their types,
analyzing their supporting linguistic resources, and calculating their frequencies.
Two sets of research article introductions, one for each discipline, were collected
from ten Russian journals. To investigate the corpus and explore the RGI strategies,
the research used a mixed-method approach. The analysis revealed that both
linguistics and engineering writers employed all four types of RGI strategies —
indicating a lack of research, highlighting insufficient research, acknowledging
limitations, and emphasizing contradictions — though significant differences emerged
in the frequency of their use and the accompanying linguistic features. The results
show that while linguists, facing a less competitive publishing landscape, feel less
pressure to aggressively critique existing research, engineering authors tend to point
out problems or disagreements in previous studies to show why new methods,
algorithms, or models are needed. The study also identified distinct patterns in the
use of linguistic resources to signal research gaps, with linguistics research
demonstrating a near-equal preference for verb and noun phrases, while engineering
research introductions exhibited a stronger preference for verb phrases over noun
phrases. These findings highlight the profound influence of disciplinary communities
on researchers’ rhetorical practices. This knowledge can be applied to improve the
effectiveness of academic writing instruction across disciplines, enabling students
and researchers to better understand and strategically employ RGI strategies to
enhance the persuasiveness and impact of their publications.
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AnHoTanus: Llenpio HAacTOAIIErO UCCIIENOBAaHUS SIBIISETCS CPaBHUTENIbHBIN aHaAIIN3
CTpaTeruil yka3zaHus Ha MpoOeibl B HCCIEIOBAHUSAX, UCIOIb3YEMbIX POCCUUCKUMHU
aBTOpaMH, TPEICTABISAIONIMMU JBE oOnacTH 3HaHuWA. Ha marepumane BBeneHHH K
HAyYHBIM CTAThAM [0 TEXHUYECKUM U (PUIOJIOTMYECKUM HayKaM, OIyOJIUKOBaHHBIM
B JIECATU POCCUHCKUX KypHaJlaX, OblI IPOBEJECH aHAJIN3 PA3HOBUAHOCTEN CTpaTeruu
yKa3aHUs Ha MPoOeNbl U S3BIKOBBIX CPENICTB MX BepOaIHM3allMi C UCIOJIH30BAHHEM
METOI0B KOJMYECTBEHHOIO U HHTEPIIPETaTUBHOro aHaiusza. AHamu3 340 TekcToB
MOKa3aJl, YTO W JIMHTBUCTBI, U MHXKEHEPBI UCIIOJIb30BAJIM BCE YETHIPE TUIIA CTPATETUid
yKa3aHusi Ha TpoOeNnbl — yKa3aHWe Ha OTCYTCTBHE HCCIEIOBaHWE, yKa3aHHWE Ha
HEJOCTaTOYHOCTh MCCJIEIOBAaHUM, YKa3aHHE Ha METOJOJIOTMYECKHE HEI0CTaTKU
UCCJIEJIOBAHNUS, YKa3aHUE HA IPOTUBOPEUHSI B UCCIIEIOBAHUS, OIHAKO UX YACTOTHOCTb
U CHocOOBl A3BIKOBOM aKTyalu3alMd ObUTM  pa3sHbIMU. bBbUIO  BBICKa3aHO
NPEATOIIOKEHNE, YTO Oosiee BBHICOKUN YPOBEHb ITYOJMKAIIMOHHON KOHKYpPEHIIMH B
UH)XEHEPHOM  aKaJIeMHYE€CKOM COOOIIECTBE 3acTaBisieT aBTOPOB arpecCHUBHO
KPUTHKOBATh MPEAbIAYIINE UCCIEIOBAHMS C €JIbI0 000CHOBAaHUS HEOOXOIMMOCTH B
pa3paboTKe HOBBIX METOAOB, AJITOPUTMOB WM Mojnenedl. B Xxozme wuccienoBaHus
Takke ObUIM BBISBICHBl pa3iMuus B HCIOJIB30BAHUU  SI3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB
aKTyaJM3aluu cTparernd o003Ha4eHUs1 MpoOeNIoB: €Clu JIMHIBUCTHI B PaBHOU Mepe
MCIIOJIb30BAJIM UMEHHBIE U NIarojibHble KOHCTPYKLIHHU, IPEACTAaBUTENN TEXHUUECKUX
HayK OT/aBajM NpeArnodTeHne nocuegaum. IlomyyeHnsle pe3ynbsrarsl OJ4EpKUBAIOT
BIMSIHME  JUCLUUIUIMHAPHOTO  COOOLIeCTBA HA  JUCKYPCUBHBIE  MPAKTUKU
uccienoBaresied M CHOCOOCTBYIOT  OCO3HAHHIO  HEOOXOAMMOCTH  cOOMIOAaTh
JUCIUIUIMHAPDHBIE HOPMBI aKaJEeMHUYECKOrO TMHCbMa NpPU HANMCaHUM Hay4YHBIX
crareil. [lemaercst BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO y4eOHBIE MaTepHalibl M0 aKaJIeMHUYECKOMY
MUCbMY JIOJDKHBI YUYUTBIBaTh DPA3JIMYHBIE PUTOPUUYECKUE MPAKTHUKU W KOHBEHIUH
IIMCbMa, XapaKTepHbIE AJI Pa3HBIX JUCLHUIIIMH.

KuroueBbie cioBa: [Ipo6en B uccinenoBanun; Crparerusi o003Ha4eHUsT podena B
UCCIIeIOBaHNN; AKagemudeckuil nuckype; Hayunas crares; Beenenue
Uupopmanusa nisa uutupoBanusi: borumHckas O. A. BinsHue IHUCIHAIIIMHAPHBIX
KOHBEHIIMM Ha CcmocoObl yKazaHus mpoOenoB B uccienoBaHusx // Hayunbii
pesynbTaT. Bonpock! Teopetndeckoit u npukiaaHon auHrBuctuku. 2025. T. 11. Ne 1.
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Introduction

Academic research is a systematic
process of generating new knowledge and
incorporating it into the existing body of
knowledge within a specific discipline. A
crucial step in this process is identifying a
research problem. This involves pinpointing
gaps in understanding a particular topic,
highlighting areas where further investigation
is needed to advance knowledge and insights
(Wang et al., 2016). Highlighting a research
gap effectively showcases the need for a new
study and its potential contribution to the
field. This process of identifying a gap and
outlining its significance directly justifies the
author’s research, demonstrating its relevance
and value to the broader academic
community. Beyond establishing credibility,
RGI also plays a key role in framing the
research discussion. By pinpointing a research
gap, authors establish a clear context for their
study. This sets the stage for formulating
research ~ questions  and hypotheses,
demonstrating how the presented research
builds upon and expands existing knowledge.
Additionally, a well-defined research gap
helps differentiate the current study from
previous work, highlighting the author’s
unique contribution to the field. Furthermore,
a compellingly articulated research gap can
pique the reader’s interest, motivating them to
delve deeper into the study’s findings and
explore the potential implications of the
research.

A significant body of research has
focused on RGI strategies employed in
English-language research articles (RAS)
(Arianto et al., 2021; Chen, Li, 2019; Lim,
2012; Shehzad, 2012; Suryani et al.). For
example, Shehzad (2008) conducted an in-
depth analysis of various gap statement types
used by computer scientists in  RA
introductions, providing valuable insights into
how they articulate research gaps. Lim (2012)
explored the rhetorical strategies and
linguistic features wused to demonstrate
research novelty, highlighting the ways,
authors can effectively showcase their unique
contributions.  Suryani et al. (2015)

investigated the specific RGI strategies
employed by Malaysian writers in the field of
computer  science, adding to  our
understanding of how disciplinary context
shapes research communication. Additionally,
Arianto et al. (2021) and Chen and Li (2019)
have made significant contributions to this
field, further expanding our knowledge of
RGI strategies in English-language academic
writing. Chen and Li’s (2019) study explored
variations in  learner  writers’ niche-
establishment practices in a Chinese context.
They found that the less expert writers were
more critical than their earlier counterparts.
Arianto et al. (2021) made an attempt to
compare the use of RGI strategies in English
language teaching RA abstracts and
introductions by Indonesian doctoral students,
Indonesian academics, and international
authors. Arsyad and Zainil’s (2023) study
compared the ways of addressing the gaps in
Applied linguistics RA introductions and
revealed that the authors most frequently
indicated inadequate research and
contradictive/conflicting evidence to establish
aRG.

While existing research on RGI
strategies in English-language RAs has
provided valuable insights, a notable gap
exists in the literature regarding the use of
these strategies in  Slavic languages,
particularly Russian. No empirical studies
appear to have specifically examined RGI
strategies employed by Russian authors in
their academic writing. The literature review
revealed that Slavic-language academic
discourse has been predominantly analyzed in
terms of self-mention markers (Bogdanovic,
Mirovi¢, 2018; Boginskaya, 2022, 2024;
Pyankova, 1994; Walkova, 2018), move
structures (Zanina, 2016, 2017), politeness
markers (Larina, 2019; Larina, Ponton, 2020),
evaluation strategies (Chernyavskaya, 2023),
metadiscourse patterns, purpose and gap
statements (Boginskaya, 2024; Duszak, 1994;
Hryniuk, 2018; Warchal, 2018), rhetorical
questions  and persuasion strategies
(Cmejrkova, 1996; Dontcheva-Navratilova,
2020), or detachment patterns (Vassileva,
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2001). In view of the above mentioned gap,
the present study is filling it by conducting an
analysis on the Russian-language corpus to
investigate how Russian writers from two
fields of knowledge indicate a RG in RA
introductions. The present study conducted on
Russian materials can encourage scholars to
explore RGI strategies in RAs written in other
Slavic languages.

This study aims to compare how
engineering and linguistics scholars utilize
RGI strategies, addressing the following
questions:

(1) Which RGI strategies are most
common in linguistics and engineering RA
introductions?

(2) Are there qualitative and quantitative
differences in the way researchers from two
disciplines signal research gaps?

(3) Do linguistic resources for
indicating research gaps vary between
engineering and linguistics?

Drawing upon earlier cross-disciplinary
studies of academic writing (Boginskaya,
2022, 2023; Khedri et al., 2015; Kochetova,
Kononova, 2018; Samraj, 2002; Stotesbury,
2003), this study proposes that Russian RA
introductions written by scholars from two
different fields will display contrasting
approaches to research gap indication and
linguistic resources.

The article begins by reviewing
previous studies on RGI strategies in RAs.
The next section presents the methodology
and proceeds to the analysis and discussion of
data. The article concludes with some
observations on the role of RGI strategies and
lexical items used for verbalizing them in
linguistics and engineering RA introductions.

Literature review

Presenting a RG in RAs involves
outlining the existing research area and
identifying the research space that remains
unexplored, aiming to persuade the reader of
the necessity for further investigation. Swales
(1990) considered the issue of RG in RAs as
part of a model proposed for the RA
Introduction section and comprised of three
moves —  “establishing a territory,”

“establishing a niche” and “occupying a
niche.” Each of these moves in the Swales’
model is further divided into a number of
mandatory and optional steps. The second
move offers four different strategies: counter-
claiming, indicating a gap, question-raising,
and continuing a tradition. (Swales, 1990) In
his later study, Swales (2004) revised the
second move by presenting it as a series of
three steps — indicating a gap, adding to what
is known, and presenting positive
justification.

It is interesting that in the Swales’
model, indicating a RG is not considered to be
an obligatory step in RA introductions. What
is more, Fredrickson and Swales (1994)
claimed that the low presence of the RGI step
in RAs written in languages other than
English is due to the lack of necessity to
compete for research space because of the
size of the discourse community. AS
Fredrickson and Swales (1994) put it, scholars
writing in Swedish face competition for
readership rather than in terms of research
space. They posited that the smaller size and
less competitive nature of some non-English
discourse communities might not require
authors to emphasize research gaps as
strongly. In these contexts, the research
community might already be aware of the
gaps. Similar results were obtained by Taylor
and Tingguan (1991), who found that Chinese
scholars writing in Chinese tend to omit the
RGI step. An absence of the RGI step was
also observed in some other studies. Jogthong
(2001), for example, revealed that 45% of the
articles derived from Thai medicine and
education journals lacked this step. Arvay and
Tanko’s (2004) corpus of articles derived
from English and Hungarian journals, 30%
also lacked this step.

A number of other studies conducted on
English-language  materials  regard this
strategy as the one frequently used by writers
(Anthony, 1999; Postegullio, 1999; Shehzad,
2012). Postegullio (1999), for example,
claimed that the RGI strategy is the most
preferred means of presenting the need for the
work in computer science RA introductions.
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Anthony (1999), who explored engineering
RA introductions, revealed that almost 92%
of the writers indicate a RG. The similar
results were obtained by Shehzad (2012), who
found this step in 95% of the computer
science RA introductions. The move analysis
conducted by Suryani et al. (2015) on
computer science RA introductions found that
73% of the RAs by Malaysian writers have
employed the RGI strategy. They concluded
that this step, being a crucial part of the
Introduction, was underused in the RAS
selected to build the corpus.

Studies on the RGI strategy in RA
introductions include research conducted by
Lim (2012), Miiller-Bloch and Kranz (2015),
Chen and Li (2019), Arianto et al. (2021),
Arsyad and Zainil (2023). Lim (2012), for
example, aimed to demonstrate how the
novelty of a new management study is
presented by analyzing the rhetorical steps
and supporting linguistic features used in
indicating RGs. Chen and Li (2019), who
used the term “niche establishing attempt” to
refer to an instance when the writer evaluates
the previous research and presents RGs,
examined RGI strategies in Chinese learners’
thesis’ literature review chapters from a
diachronic perspective and revealed that the
novice writers were discursively more critical
than their more experienced counterparts.
Arianto et al.’s (2021) study, conducted with
the aim of comparing the use of RGI
strategies in English Language Teaching RA
abstracts and introductions by Indonesian
doctoral students, Iranian academics, and
international authors, suggested a five-
component framework for identifying RGI
strategies in RAs. The authors revealed that
the Indonesian doctoral students and Iranian
scholars used only one type of RGI strategy
(highlighting the absence of research on the
topic), which was explained by the impact of
two factors: a lack of understanding of how to
criticize previous research and cultural values
that put a priority on respecting others and
avoiding negative evaluations.

The debate surrounding the nature of
RG statements in RA introductions highlights

the  complex nature of  academic
communication. It underscores the need for
contextual awareness and careful
consideration of audience expectations when
framing research. The observations of the
previous studies point to the importance of
recognizing both cross-disciplinary and cross-
cultural variations in academic discourse and
the ongoing need to refine and adapt models
of research article writing to reflect these
differences.

A comparative analysis presented below
will enable us to see differences and
similarities in the use of RGI strategies by
Russian authors. It would be interesting to see
how often Russian scholars from two fields of
knowledge use these strategies and what types
of RG they present in their papers. The
findings could contribute to a Dbetter
understanding of research communication
practices within Russian academia.

Materials and methods

This study examined the introductions
to RAs in 10 prominent Russian journals, five
in engineering and five in linguistics. Several
criteria influenced the selection of these
journals, all of which contributed to the rigor
and generalizability of the findings. First,
great quality and international recognition
were necessary. To provide credible and
meaningful data, only journals ranked Q1 or
Q2 by Scopus were selected. This score
suggests that the journals use rigorous peer-
review processes and publish research that has
a substantial impact on their respective fields,
ensuring that the assessed RAs are high-
quality examples of academic writing within
their subjects. Second, direct relation to the
study's disciplinary focus was required. The
journals chosen specifically publish research
in engineering and linguistics, resulting in a
targeted dataset for comparing and evaluating
writing patterns across both domains. This
disciplinary specialization clearly addresses
the research question of how field-specific
norms affect the use of RGI strategies. Third,
open access was critical to assuring the
study's feasibility and replicability. The open
access nature of the journals meant that all
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selected articles could be easily downloaded
and evaluated, allowing for transparent and
verifiable data collecting.

The choice of engineering and
linguistics as disciplines for this study is a
deliberate approach to highlight the stark
differences in writing standards that divide the
hard and soft sciences. Engineering, which is
frequently distinguished by its emphasis on
precision, objectivity, and direct
communication, values clear articulation of
process and results. Linguistics, which is
connected with the humanities, favors more
sophisticated arguments, interpretive
frameworks, and a higher recognition of
subjectivity. These disparities in discipline
epistemology and communication styles are
quite likely to influence writers' rhetorical
choices, particularly their employment of RGI
strategies. Additionally, this research builds
upon previous studies that have demonstrated
that academic writers are social actors who
adhere to the norms and conventions of their
respective disciplines and need to ratify their
claims in order to obtain collective agreement

Table 1. The size of the corpus
Ta6auna 1. Pazmep kopmyca

that their data represent facts rather than
opinions  (Berkenkotter, Huckin, 1995;
Hyland, 1998). This assumption underlies the
current  study’s  exploration of how
disciplinary norms shape RGI strategies in
engineering and linguistics.

Having identified the target journals,
340 RAs (N = 340) were selected from ten
journals in the two fields to ensure a good
degree of objectivity and comparability of
texts. To ensure a focused analysis of
contemporary academic discourse, this study
only included RAs from the most recent
issues of each journal, published between
2020 and 2024. This approach minimized the
impact of the publication period and provided
insights into the linguistic features of present-
day academic writing. Furthermore, to control
for individual writing styles, only one RA per
author was selected. Additionally, all the
included RAs were organized into clearly
labeled sections, with the introductions
specifically identified. Table 1 illustrates the
size of the corpus.

Academic journal Number of RA Number of
introductions words
Sub-corpus (SC) 1
Russian Journal of Linguistics 34 15,669
Siberian Philological Journal 34 18,201
Russian Language Studies 34 13,715
Tomsk State University Journal. Philology 34 17,785
Zanri reci 34 11,180
Total 170 76,550
Sub-corpus (SC) 2
Computer Optics 34 11,023
Mining Science and Technology 34 12,970
Journal of Mining Institute 34 17,675
Sustainable Development of Mountain Territories 34 14,538
Geology and Geophysics of Russian South 34 12,112
Total 170 68,318
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To compare the use of RGI strategies in
Russian RA introductions written by
engineering and linguistics scholars, this
study adopted a mixed-method approach
combining quantitative and qualitative
analyses. The RA introductions were
downloaded from the journals’ websites and
converted to Microsoft DOCS format for
analysis. The analysis focused on identifying
RGI strategies and the supporting linguistic
features employed to signal the research gaps.
This qualitative analysis was further
developed by performing a move analysis on
the corpus of engineering and linguistics RA
introductions. The move analysis was based
on the CARS model (Swales, 2004) as the
construct. The focus was on only one step of
Move 2 — indicating a RG. Each word, phrase,
and sentence in the introductions was
carefully analyzed to identify any cue that
relates to this step. The inter-group contrastive
analysis was conducted to find potential
similarities and differences between the
groups.

A careful qualitative analysis of the
context was conducted to classify RGI
strategies by their types and to interpret
differences revealed in the use of these
strategies in the sub-corpora. To ensure in-

depth exploration into the use of RGI
strategies by authors from the two fields of
knowledge, examples were taken from the
corpus being studied and explanations were
provided. Supporting linguistic features were
analyzed and grouped into three structural
categories: noun phrases, verb phrases, and
adverbial phrases. Core lexical items used in
each category were identified and calculated
for each sub-corpus. The results were
summarized in a table format.

For the purpose of the study, Lim’s
model of RGI strategies was chosen as being
focused on RA introductions rather than
abstracts and literature reviews. Lim (2012)
suggested a taxonomy including four types of
RG: lack of research (when a research area is
entirely unexplored or virtually untouched),
insufficiency of research (when a topic has
been investigated, but the research is limited
in scope or depth), limitations of previous
research (when there are shortcomings from
previous studies, such as in methodology,
terminology, classification), or contradictions
in previous research (when there are
contradictions, inconsistencies, or unresolved
debates within the existing literature). The
model is presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Types of RGI strategy in Lim’s (2012) model
Ta6auna 2. Pa3HOBUIHOCTH cTpaTeruu yka3anus Ha mpooensl B monenu k. Jluma (2012)

Strategy

Meaning

Highlighting lack of research

Highlighting that the topic has never been
explored

Indicating insufficiency of research

Highlighting that the issue has been explored in
a limited number of studies and needs further
elaboration

Acknowledging limitations in previous
research

Indicating shortcomings from previous studies,
such as in methodology, terminology,
classification,

Emphasizing contradictions in previous
research

Revealing differences among previous findings

The choice of Lim’s (2012) typology of
RGI strategies, focusing specifically on RA
introductions, is justified because it provides a
tailored framework for analyzing how

research gaps are articulated in a crucial
section of academic writing. Unlike models
designed for analyzing abstracts or literature
reviews, Lim’s framework offers a nuanced
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lens for examining the specific ways in which
scholars position their studies within existing
knowledge. This four-part taxonomy offers a
comprehensive yet manageable set of
categories for identifying and classifying the
gaps authors employ to establish the novelty
and significance of their research.

Table 3. Frequencies of RGI strategies in the corpus

Findings

Frequencies of RGI strategies. The
analysis revealed that a majority of both
linguistics (63%) and engineering (78%) RA
introductions utilized the RGI strategy. The
frequencies of occurrence of the four types of
RGI strategy are presented in Table 3.

Tab6auna 3. YacToTHOCTh Pa3HOBUAHOCTEH CTpaTeruy ykKa3aHUS Ha MpoOesbl B HCCIETyeMOM

KOpILyCe

Type of RGI strategy SC1 SC2
Highlighting lack of research 41 30
Indicating insufficiency of research 34 29
Acknowledging limitations 22 51
Emphasizing contradictions 4 21
Combination of strategies 7 2
Highlighting lack of research + Acknowledging limitations in

previous research

No explicit RGI strategy 62 37
Total 170 170

Table 3 reveals that engineering RA
introductions employed a wider range of RGI
strategies compared to those found in
linguistics introductions. This discrepancy is
particularly pronounced in the use of
strategies that acknowledge limitations and
emphasize contradictions. Like in the
previous study (Boginskaya, 2024), linguistics
RA introductions tended to focus more on
pointing out the complete lack or not enough
research on certain topics. Also, they often
combined different strategies to indicate

research gaps, which happened more in
linguistics.

Lexico-grammatical classification of
RGI phrases. The study revealed distinct
patterns in the use of linguistic resources to
signal research gaps in the introductions of
engineering and linguistics RAs. Table 4
categorizes the phrases identified in the two
sub-corpora for analysis, providing insights
into the distinct linguistic features employed
by authors in these disciplines to highlight
research gaps.

Table 4. Lexico-grammatical classification of RGI phrases
Tabauna 4. Jlekcuko-rpamMmmaruueckas Kiaccu(uKalus KOHCTPYKUUH, CHTHAIM3UPYIOIIMX

HpO6CJ’II>I B UCCJICAOBAHNHA

Category SC1 SC2
Noun phrases 49 55
\erb phrases 51 73
Adverbial phrases 7 3

As evidenced in Table 4, the frequencies
of verb phrases and noun phrases are nearly
equivalent in SC1. In SC2, the verb phrases

were more frequent than noun phrases. The
adverbial phrases were least frequently used
in both sub-corpora.
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Lexical cores of the RGI phrases. The adverbial phrases indicating research gaps.
analysis also identified the most frequent Figures 1 and 2 summarize the results.
lexical items used as a core of noun, verb and

Figure 1. The most frequent lexical items being the core of the RGI phrases in SC1
Pucynok 1. HanOonee = 4acTOTHBIE  JIEKCEMBI, COCTaBJIAIOILHE AIpO KOHCTPYKIIHH,
curHanm3upyomux mpobdensl, B [TK 1

SC1
12 11
10
10
8
6 5 5
4 3 3
2 l l
0
Paccmatpmeate  OTCyTCTBOBaTb MpoeoAuTb HepoctatouHo  Mayuath 'study’ HeobxogumocTb
‘analyze' 'be absent' '‘conduct’ 'insufficiently’ (negative) 'need’
(negative)

Figure 2. The most frequent lexical items being the core of the RGI phrases in SC2
Pucynok 2. HanOonee = 4acTOTHBIE  JIEKCEMBI, COCTaBIAIOIIKAE  SAPO KOHCTPYKIUH,
CUTHAJIU3UpPYIONHX mpodessl, B [TK 2

SC2
14
12
12
10
10 g
8 8 8
8
6
a
2
0
MpoeoAuTb O6bACHATL Mccnepoeatb YuuTblBaTb PaccmatpueaTtb HeT ‘no’
'‘conduct’ ‘explain’ ‘explore’ ‘consider’ ‘analyze’
(negative) (negative) (negative) (negative) (negative)
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The figures show that the most frequent
lexical items used as a core of the RGI phrase
were the verbs mposooums ‘conduct’,
paccmampusams ‘analyze’, uzywamo ‘study’,
ucciedosamn ‘explore’, VUUMbIBAMb
‘consider’, obwacuams ‘explain’ in their
negative form; the verbs omcymcemesosams ‘be

absent’; the adverbs  wedocmamouno
‘insufficiently’ mazo ‘few’; the nouns
HeobXx00UMocmo ‘need’, pasHoanacus
‘contradictions’, npomueopeuus
‘discrepancies’; the adjectives

HeMHO20UUCTeHHbIU ‘scant’, npomugopeyuswlii
‘contradictory’, oOuckyccuonnwvui ‘debatable’;
the particle nem ‘no’. The frequencies of these
items were also different in the two sub-
corpora.

Highlighting the lack of research.
Authors can effectively highlight research
gaps by indicating that no prior studies have
been conducted on a specific area of inquiry.
This strategy explicitly indicates a complete
lack of research on the topic, emphasizing the
need for new investigations. The strategy is
predominantly realized through the use of
negative quantitative noun phrases (e.g., xe
ovL10 uccredosanuui ‘there were no studies’)
or negative investigative verb phrases (e.g., ne
uccneoosanucvlhave not been explored, ue
noosgepeanuce amaausy ‘have not analyzed’,
etc.) (Boginskaya, 2024). The corpus analysis
revealed that the linguistics writers used this
strategy more often than their peers from the
engineering fields.

(1) Kpome moeo, uzyuenus
ocobenHocmell  NOOOOHVIX ~ Mecmo8  He
nposoounoce. (SC1) [Moreover, features of
the material of such tests have not been
studied].

(2) Ananuz aumepamypwi nokasvieaem,
umo Ha pPYCCKOM A3blKe OmCymcmeyrom
paﬁombl, Komopbvle Obl NONHO 0X8AMBIEAIU
oannyro memamuxy. (SC2) [The analysis of
literature shows that there are no Russian-
language review works that would rather
fully cover this topic].

The examples point to a gap in research,
with writers claiming that no studies exist on
the linguistic features of stimulus materials or
comprehensive reviews of the problem being
investigated. While the RGI strategy in (1) is
achieved through the use of a negative verb
phrase, in (2) the writer employs a positive
verb phrase omcymcmeyiom  0630pnubie
pabomuwt ‘there are no review works’.

The analysis revealed that negation was
the most common linguistic feature used by
the writers from both groups to indicate the
lack of research. Here are some more
examples from SC1 where the writers indicate
the complete absence of research using the
negative investigative verb phrases:

(3) Buow HOPUOUYECKOL
KOMMYHUKayuu 6 maccmeoua eue Heé
evlicmynaiu 00beKmMOM JIUH2BUCMUYECKO20
uccneoosanus. (SC1) [Forms of legal
communication in the media have not yet
been the object of linguistic research].

(4) CubHble abepanuu He
paccMaTpHuBaJINCh B IPEABIIYIINAX
uccrnenoBanusx. (SC2) [Strong aberrations
have not been considered in previous
studies].

This example demonstrates an RGI
strategy using the positive verb phrase
ocmasamwvcs 6 cmopore ‘be disregarded’ to
emphasize the absence of research on elite
culture in linguistics.

(5) Daumapnas xyremypa, Kyremypa
UHMENTULEHMCKOU NPOCIOUKU 8
JIUHSBUCTNIUYECKUX UCCIe008AHUAX OCMAEm s
6 cmopone. (SC1) [Elite culture, the culture
of the intelligentsia stratum, remains on the
sidelines in linguistic research].

While the RGI verb phrase in SC1
ocmasamucs 6 cmopone ‘be disregarded’ was
relatively infrequent in the corpus (appearing
only twice), a synonymous verb phrase was
found in SC2, also used to highlight the lack
of research.
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(6) Ipanamumer, wupoxoe
pacnpocmpanenue KOmMopbwvix cpeou
aknoeumos Crroosnou I opku 66110 ommeyeHo
eue OOHUM U3 nepevlx uccineoosameren
9KI102UMO8 Honapnoeo Ypana
H.I . Yoosxunou  [22], ocmanuce  ene
U3YUEHUA B0 BCeX NOCNedyIuwux pabomax.
(SC1) [Granatites, the widespread occurrence
of which among the eclogites of Mica Gorka
was noted by another one of the first
researchers of the eclogites of the Polar Urals
N.G. Udovkina [22], remained unstudied in
all subsequent works].

Within the context of the corpus, this

verb phrase appeared only once, making it a
unique instance. In contrast to the infrequent
occurrence of this phrase, phrases with the
negative predicate wem ‘absent’ (7) were
significantly more common in both SC1 and
SC2 (10 and 8 occurrences, respectively).

(7) Hccneoosanui JIeKCUKOHA
yuebnuxoe no pycckomy szviky Hem. (SCL).
[There are no studies of the vocabulary of
textbooks on the Russian language].

Table 5 shows the most frequent
linguistic features that indicate the complete
absence of research in a specific area.

Table 5. The most frequent phrases for emphasizing the lack of research
Taﬁ.lmua 5. Hauboinee yactoTHBIE KOHCTPYKIHUH, YKA3bIBAOIINUEC HAa OTCYTCTBUC I/ICCJ’IGI[OBaHI/Iﬁ

Linguistic features Frequency

SC1 SC2
HccnenoBanuii / u3ydeHus He npogoouniocs 4 7
‘Studies have not been conducted’
HccnenoBanuii / paboT nem 10 8
‘The studies / works are absent’
Omcymcmeyrom uccienoBanus / paboThl 8 2
‘There are no studies/works’
He gvicmynanu o6vexmom uccienoBaHus 2 1
‘Have not been in research focus’
He paccmampusanuco 3 0
‘Have not been considered’
He uzyyanuco 2 2
‘Have not been studied’

Table5 shows that the existential
predicate nem ‘no’ was most frequently used
by the writers from both fields of knowledge.
The second most common marker in SC1 was
the verb omcymcemeosamo ‘be absent’ used in
the noun-phrases. The engineering writers
preferred the negative phrase with the passive
investigative verb nposooums ‘conduct’ as a
core lexical item.

Indicating the insufficiency of
research. A research gap can emerge when
the number of studies on a specific area is
insufficient to draw definitive conclusions
about the issue under investigation. Similarly,
if the data collected in previous studies is

inadequate to support robust conclusions, a
research gap exists. This type of gap,
highlighting the need for more data or a larger
sample size, was more prevalent in the
introductions of linguistics RAs than in those
from engineering. Here are three examples
from the corpus.

8) Omo obycnosnueaem
Heo0x00umocmo npooodHCeHUs
uccneoosanuui ¢ smou oonacmu. (SC1) [This
fact determines the need to continue
research in this area].

(9) Oonarxo 6 yerom wuccnedosanusn
HCAHPOBO-OUCKYPCUBHOU  0OVCIL081EHHOCMU

HAYYHBIW PE3Y/IBTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOH Y IMTPUK/IAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS


https://pmi.spmi.ru/index.php/pmi/article/view/16088?setLocale=ru_RU#a22

Hayuynblil pesyremam. Bonpocsl meopemuyeckoil u npukaadHnoti auneeucmuxu. T. 11, Ne1 2025 61
Research result. Theoretical and Applied Linguistics, 11 (1). 2025

KORYyenmyajibHoco coc)epofcanwz
nemnozouucnennwvt. (SC1) [However, in
general, there are few studies of the genre-
discursive  conditionality of conceptual

content].

(10) Ilpobrema  3axmouaemcs 6
He0oCmamouHom meopemuyeckom u
OKCNEPUMEHMANbHOM 000CHOBAHUU NPOYecca
ocasicoenus meepovix yacmuy 8

mexcnnacmunnvlx  kananax. (SC2) [The
problem lies in the insufficient theoretical
and experimental substantiation of the
process of deposition of solid particles in
interpolate].

(11) Oonaxo amom eonpoc
He0OCMmAamouHo U3Y4UEeH U3-3a OMCYMCMBUs.
KOpPpPEKNHbIX Memooos UCC1e0068aHUs
npoyecca, umo A6NAemcs CePbE3HbIM
npenimcmeuem o COBEPULEHCNMBOBAHUA
Oannvix mexnonozuti. (SC2) [However, this

issue has not been sufficiently studied due
to the lack of correct methods for studying the
process, which is a serious obstacle to
improving the technologies].

The writers indicate the insufficiency of
research in a specific area by emphasizing the
need to continue studies of the phenomenon
(8), highlighting a small number of studies on
the topic (9), showing the insufficiency of
theoretical and experimental explanations of
the process (example 10) or studies on the
topic (11).

Most of the linguistic features used to
realize this type of RGI strategy were noun
phrases. Both corpora also featured adverbial
phrases with the adverbs nedocmamouno
‘insufficiently’ and mano ‘few’. Table 6 shows
the most frequent phrases stressing
insufficient research on a specific area.

Table 6. The most frequent phrases for highlighting insufficient research
Ta6auna 6. Hanbonee  9acToTHBIE  KOHCTPYKIIMHM,  YKa3bIBAIOIIME HA  HEJIOCTATOYHOCTH

HUCCIIeqOBaHUN
Linguistic features Frequencies
SC1 SC2

Yxazviearom Ha HeobXxo00umMocmo npooonicenus | 3 0
uccnenosanus / m3yuenus ‘Indicate the need to continue
research / studies’
UccnenoBanusa wemuozouucnennvr ‘The studies are not | 3 4
numerous’
Heoocmamouno uccnenoBanuii / pabot 5 5
‘The studies/ works are insufficient’
Mano ucenenoanuii ‘There is little research’ 2 0
[Ipobnembl Hedocmamouro OCBEIIECHBI / U3YYECHBI 8 4
‘Insufficiently covered / studied’
He paccmampusanruce B TpeAplAymIAX WccienoBaHusx / | 6 5
paboTtax
‘Have not been considered in previous studies / works’
He uzyuanuce uccnenoparensimMu 1 1
‘Have not been studied by researchers’

As can be seen from the table, negative verb PACCMAMPUBANUCD
Hedocmamouno  ‘insufficiently’ in  the ‘considered’.

adverbial and noun phrases is the most
popular marker used to realize this strategy
both in SC1 and SC2. The second marker
frequently employed by the writers was the

Acknowledging limitations in
previous research. When authors seek to
introduce a new method, concept, or model,
they should carefully examine previous
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studies, focusing on their methodological
limitations. Such limitations can arise from
flaws in research design, insufficient sample
sizes, or resource constraints. Our analysis of
a corpus of engineering and linguistics RA
introductions revealed that a significant
portion of Russian authors highlighted
methodological shortcomings of previous
studies, as illustrated in the examples below.

(12) Oonaxo 6 Gorvwuncmee pabom
npedcmaaﬂeno Y3Koe ROHUMAHUE
npogheccuonanbHo2o ouckypca. (SC1)
[However, most well-known works provide a
narrow understanding of professional
discourse].

(13) Pacuém @PT
eunepcnekmpomempa 6 pabomax [7, 8, 12] ne
yduumoleaem nocie008amenbHoCmb
oupparyuu ceemosoil GOJIHLI HA INEMEHMAX
2Unepcnekmpomempa (anepmypHnotu
ouaghpaeme obvexmuea, wenu u 1eMeHmax
CHneKmpomempa) 8 cCOomeemcmauu ¢ YuzuKou
Gpopmuposanus uzobpasicenus. (SC2) [The
calculation of the PSF of a hyperspectrometer
in [7, 8, 12] does not take into account the
sequence of diffraction of a light wave on the
elements of the hyperspectrometer (lens
aperture diaphragm, slit and spectrometer
elements) in accordance with the physics of
image formation].

(14) Oonaxo Memoo umeem
HedoCcmamku. mpyooémKocms paciuuu@posku
unmepgepocpamm, 4y6CmMeUmenbHOCMb
usMepumenvbHou annapamypuvl K 6UOpayusim, a
makotce Heobxoo0umMocmeo qbu3uttecz<020
Haauvus JSmajlOHHO2O0 60JIHO6020 qprHma.
(SC2). [However, the method has
disadvantages: complexity of deciphering
interferograms, sensitivity of the measuring
equipment to vibrations, and the need for the
physical presence of a reference wave front].

In (12), the author critiques the narrow
definition  of  “professional  discourse”
presented in prior studies. This critique aims
to justify the need for a more comprehensive
definition, addressing a methodological
shortcoming identified in previous research.
The strategy employed is achieved through
the use of a passive voice verb phrase
followed by a noun phrase, effectively
highlighting the limitation of previous
research and emphasizing the need for a
broader perspective. In (13) and (14), the
writers explicitly indicate drawbacks of the
methods employed in previous studies with
the negative form of the verb yuumwsisamo
‘consider’ and the verb phrase wumems
neoocmamku ‘have disadvantages.” Table 7
shows the most frequent phrases used to
reveal limitations in previous research.

Table 7. The most frequent phrases for acknowledging limitations in previous research
Taﬁ.lmua 7. HaubOoimee HJaCTOTHBIC KOHCTPYKIIUH, CUTHAJIM3UPYIOIINC METOOOJOI'NYCCKHUC

OrpaHM4YCHUs B MMPEABIAYIIHUX UCCIICAOBAHUAX

Linguistic features Frequency
SC1 SC2

[IpencrasieHo y3koe moHUMaHue / ONpeaeiCHIE 2 4
‘A narrow understanding / definition is provided’
Hocam cyeybo onucarenbHblil / TEOPETUUECKUN Xapakmep 2 5

‘Have a purely descriptive / theoretical nature’
[Mpencrasnsiercst Hedocmamourno 000CHOBAHHON 3 3
‘Appear to be insufficiently valid’
He yuumvieaem 3 8
‘Do not take into account’
Nmeet nedocmamiu 1 11
‘Have drawbacks’

Omcymcmeyem 4eTKOe OHUMAaHHe 1 5
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‘A clear understanding is absent’

He obwscnse(ro)m 0 10
‘Do not explain’
As is demonstrated in Table 7, the verb (A7)  Oomaxo ucciedosamen

phrase umems nedocmamru ‘have drawbacks’
and the negative form of the verb o6wscusamo
‘explain’ are two most frequent linguistic
resources used for acknowledging limitations
in previous studies by the engineering
authors. The linguistics researchers exploited
the verb phrase npeocmasisiemcsi
HedocmamouHo 0bocHosanHoU ‘appear to be
not valid enough’ and the negative form of the
verb yuumwieams ‘consider’ more often than
other phrases.

Emphasizing contradictions in
previous research. When previous studies on
a particular topic yield inconsistent findings,
it signals a need for further exploration to
reconcile these discrepancies. Identifying and
presenting these contradictions constitutes a
valuable RGI strategy. Highlighting the
inconsistencies in prior research effectively
justifies the need for a new study,
underscoring the importance of addressing
these unresolved issues and seeking a more
comprehensive understanding of the topic.
Here are some examples from the corpus.

(15)  Oonaxo év1600bL UccIeO06amENe
i npomusopeuusnt. (SC1l) [However, the
researchers' conclusions are contradictory].

(16)  Oomaxo uccreoosamenu pacxoo
AMCA 8 OUeHKe 0O0CHOBAHHOCTU OaHHoll
knaccugurayuu. (SC2) [However, researchers
disagree on the validity of this classification].

paaxodﬂmc;l 60 MHEHUAX OMHOCUMEIbHO
moco, MOJCHO U 20680pUMb 06 abconromuou
cnoocnocmu  sazeika.  (SC2)  [However,
researchers disagree on whether it is possible
to talk about the absolute complexity of
language].

(18) Hem eounozo muenus o
npupode oannoeo senenus. (SCL) [There is
no consensus on the nature of this
phenomenon].

(19) IIpupooa NPOUCXOIHCOCHUS
cpanamumos 00 Cux nop ocmaemca
ouckyccuonnou. (SC2) [The origin of
garnetites is still controversial].

(20)  Iooxoowt K camotl
nokanuzayuu pasuamesa (SCL) [Approaches
to localization itself vary]

This type of RGI strategy is
linguistically realized through the use of verb
phrases and noun phrases with core
components such as pacxooumscs ‘differ’,
OUCKYCCUOHHDBILUL ‘debatable’,
npomugopeuugulii  ‘controversial’,  eounwiii
‘single’ preceded by the negative particle nem
‘no’. Only in (18), the negative connotation is
realized through the negation. In other
examples, the writers use lexical items, whose
semantics shows contradictive or conflicting
previous research findings. Table 8 shows the
most frequent phrases used to emphasize
contradictions in previous studies.

Table 8. The most frequent phrases for highlighting contradictions in previous research
Tadmmua 8. Hanbonee  4yacTOTHbIE ~ KOHCTPYKIMH, CHTHAIM3HPYIOUIME NPOTHBOPEYHS B

MPEABIAYIINX UCCIEIOBAHUAX

Linguistic features Frequency

SC1 SC2
Hem eounoeo Mmuenust 1 2
‘There is no consensus’
Omcymcmeyem eOunasi TOUKa 3pEHUS / TIO3UIIHS 0 1
‘A consensus is absent’
OcTaeTtcst OUCKyCcCUOHHbIM 0 2

HAYYHBIW PE3Y/IBTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOH Y IMTPUK/IAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



Boginskaya O. A. Disciplinary influences on research gap identification 64
BozuHckas 0. A. BausiHue ducyunauHapHulXx KOH8eHYUll Ha cnocobbl yKAa3aHust npo6es08 8 ucc1edo8aHusx

‘Remain debatable’
Pacxoosamcsa B OLIeHKE / MHEHUSX 1 5
‘Hold different views’
BriBonbl npomusopeuusv 1 1
‘Conclusions are controversial’
[Monxonst pazuamecs 1 0
‘Approaches vary’
Table 8 indicates that the most frequent meopemuyuecku obocnosanbl, 160
linguistic feature used by the engineering Gokycupyromes Ha nposederuu

writers was the verb phrase pacxooumocs 6o
oyenke | mnenusx ‘hold different views.” The
linguistics subcorpus yielded only three
linguistic resources for this strategy: two noun
phrases and one verb phrase, each appearing
once.

Combining strategies. A powerful
strategy involves combining multiple RGI
approaches, such as highlighting a lack of
research and acknowledging limitations in
previous studies. This  comprehensive
approach demonstrates a  thorough
understanding of the existing literature and
effectively establishes the need for further
investigation. By combining  different
strategies, you can create a more persuasive
and well-rounded argument for the need for
your work, contributing to a more robust and
compelling research project. However, this
strategy was not frequent in the corpus (seven
occurrences in SC1 and 2 occurrences in
SC2). Here are two examples from the corpus.

(21) Hecmomps na unmepec k pazmvim
arbmepHaAmu6HbIM ucmovdHuKam 9Hepcuu,
ucc1e006anuil ux UCNoJ1b306AHUA 6
Memanuypeuu 00 cux nop He o0wLno. bonee
moceo, usydeHue altbmepHamueHblx
UCMOYHUKOB ocyuecmensienics
UCKJITIOYUMEIbHO C nomoutbro Memoooeé
mooenuposanusi. (SC2) [No studies have
specifically examined the use of energy
sources in metallurgy, despite growing
interest in this area. Previous research on
energy sources has been limited by modelling
methods, creating a need for new
investigations.]

(22) Oomnaxo  nooobmwie  nonvimiu
HecucCmemMHbl U 4aACmoO HeOOCHAMOUHO

IKCcnepumenma u npomueopedusx 6
NOJIYYEHHbIX aaHHblx, HO He Ha apxumexkmype
uccnedosamenvckoii  napaouemvi.  (SC1)
[However, such attempts are unsystematic
and often not sufficiently theoretically
substantiated, since they focus on the
experimenting and contradictions in the data
rather than on the architecture of the research
paradigm.]

Combining two RGI strategies -
highlighting a lack or insufficiency of
research and acknowledging limitations in
previous studies — is highly efficient because
it creates a more compelling and
comprehensive argument for the need for your
research. The author builds a stronger
argument for the need for further
investigation.

Discussion

This study offers novel insights into the
disciplinary variations of RGI strategies in
Russian RA introductions from engineering
and linguistics, exceeding prior research in
several key ways. While previous research
has acknowledged the influence of
disciplinary norms on academic writing, this
research quantitatively and qualitatively demo
nstrates the extent of this influence in the
specific context of Russian RA introductions,
revealing distinct patterns in the frequency,
distribution, and linguistic realization of RGI
strategies across linguistics and engineering.

This study revealed different patterns in
the use of RGI strategies and supporting
linguistic features in the introductions of
Russian RAs from engineering and linguistics
disciplines. The findings suggest a significant
influence of the disciplinary communities on
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rhetorical practices, highlighting the need for
authors to follow discipline-specific writing
conventions. Swales (1990), Posteguillo
(1999), Khedri et al. (2015), and Berkenkotter
and Huckin (2016) similarly emphasized that
different disciplines have unique writing
conventions and expectations, shaping how
information is presented, the arguments made,
and the language used, and provided valuable
perspectives on how disciplinary norms
influence the organization, argumentation,
and language used in academic writing.

While the two sub-corpora under study
shared some similarities in their use of RGI
strategies, the differences between them were
more pronounced. First, the study showed that
both groups of authors used all four types of
RGI strategies in their introductions:
indicating lack of research, highlighting
insufficient research, acknowledging
limitations in  previous studies, and
emphasizing contradictions in  previous
research. So, from this perspective, they seem
to be adopting similar approaches to indicate
research gaps. Second, the study revealed that
the engineering RA introductions featured
more RGI strategies, and the distributions of
the types were also different in the two sub-
corpora. The analysis found the RGI
strategies only in 63% of the linguistics RA
introductions. The share of the engineering
RA introductions using these strategies was
higher — 78%. The increased use of RGI
strategies among engineering scholars could
be explained by the highly competitive nature
of the field in Russia, where ongoing
advancements in materials and equipment
production have led to a greater number of
researchers  seeking  publication.  The
contrasting approaches to indicating research
gaps in Russian linguistics and engineering
could be also explained by the differing levels
of competition within these fields. The less
competitive nature of Russian linguistics may
result in a decreased emphasis on critiquing
prior research to secure publication, as
compared to the more competitive
environment within engineering. Linguistics
scholars may have a less intense competition,

allowing for more theoretical explorations and
focusing on contributing to the advancement
of theoretical frameworks without needing to
emphasize  practical  implications, or
identifying and exploring areas where existing
research is limited. Linguistics authors tend to
focus on saying that there was not enough
research or no research at all on specific
topics. Engineering authors, on the other
hand, often point out problems or
disagreements in previous studies, and they
use this strategy to show why new methods,
algorithms, or models were needed.
Highlighting gaps in current methods, models,
or technologies is an efficient way to justify
new solutions. Third, the analysis revealed
distinct patterns in the use of linguistic
resources to signal research gaps in the
introductions of engineering and linguistics
RAs. SC1 displayed a near balance between
the use of verb phrases and noun phrases.
However, SC2 exhibited a greater preference
for verb phrases over noun phrases. Both sub-
corpora demonstrated a significantly lower
frequency of adverbial phrases. The analysis
also identified the most frequent lexical items
used as a core of noun, verb, and adverbial
phrases indicating research gaps. As can be
seen from Table 5, the frequencies of these
items were also different in the two sub-
corpora.

The finding that engineering RA
introductions exhibit a significantly higher
prevalence of RGI strategies compared to
linguistics  introductions is  particularly
noteworthy. This challenges the assumption of
a universal approach to establishing RGs and
suggests that disciplinary competitiveness,
specifically the intensified publication
landscape in Russian engineering, shapes
authors’ rhetorical choices. Furthermore,
analyzing the linguistic resources employed to
communicate RGI strategies yields detailed
insights into each discipline's stylistic
preferences. The contrasted balance of verb
and noun phrases in engineering versus
linguistics, together with the identification of
the most frequently used lexical items,
provides a clear picture of how both
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disciplines rhetorically build and accentuate
RGs. In essence, this study breaks new
ground by revealing the specific mechanisms
by which disciplinary norms influence the
rhetorical and linguistic construction of RGs
in Russian RA introductions, emphasizing the
critical need for authors to strategically adapt
their writing to meet the expectations of their
disciplinary communities.

Limitations. It should be admitted,
however, that the research results presented in
the article are limited due to several reasons.
First, it is the small size of the corpus which
indicates that the results should be understood
only as trends in two disciplines. The findings
can be confirmed by a large-scale cross-
disciplinary study. Second, the study only
uses RAs from ten Russian journals. This
limits the generalizability of the findings to
other languages or publication contexts. The
rhetorical strategies used in Russian journals
might differ from those used in international
English-language journals. Third, the study
focuses solely on linguistics and engineering.
The findings might not be applicable to other
disciplines with different writing conventions
and research cultures. Fourth, within
linguistics and engineering, there might be
variations in writing conventions across
different sub-disciplines. The study may not
fully cover these nuances.

Conclusion

RGI is a rhetorical tool that allows
authors to position their research effectively
within the existing scholarly context. By
strategically highlighting the gap and
demonstrating the significance of their
studies, authors can create a compelling case
for their research, effectively communicate
the significance of their work, justify the need
for further investigation, and contribute
meaningfully to the advancement of their
field. The present study aimed to explore the
use of the RGI strategies by Russian authors
from engineering and linguistics in order to
shed light on how disciplinary communities
influence the pragmatic choices of academic
writers. The analysis revealed that the authors
from both fields used all four types of RGI

strategies in a different way and with different
frequencies. The study showed that the
authors from both fields of knowledge
articulated that no prior research had been
conducted on a specific topic or area of
inquiry, indicated insufficiency of studies, and
pointed out limitations, inconsistencies, or
contradictions  in  previous  research.
Combining multiple RGI approaches, such as
highlighting a lack of research and
acknowledging limitations in  previous
studies, was also wused in the RA
introductions. This comprehensive approach
demonstrates a thorough understanding of the
existing literature and effectively establishes
the need for further investigation.

The increased use of RGI strategies in
engineering research introductions suggests
that the field’s competitive environment may
incentivize researchers to demonstrate the
unique value and novelty of their work.
Russian linguists, facing a less competitive
publishing landscape, felt less pressure to
aggressively critique existing research. This
contributed to the distinctive approach they
adopted in identifying research gaps. While
similar to the previous study, the most
frequent strategies used by the linguistics
writers were indicating the complete absence
of research or insufficient research on a
specific area, the engineering scholars
predominantly indicated research gaps by
acknowledging limitations or emphasizing
contradictions in previous research, thus
justifying the need for a new method,
algorithm, or model. The analysis also
revealed significant differences in supporting
linguistic resources used in the engineering
and linguistics RA introductions to indicate
RGs.

The results of the present study
constitute new information about differences
in the use of RGI strategies by Russian
scholars from two fields of knowledge —
linguistics and engineering. Further research
involving more disciplines would be required
to wverify findings on cross-disciplinary
variations in the use of RGI strategies in RAS.
It would be interesting to compare the use of
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the RGI strategies by Russian scholars in their
Russian and English texts. In this way, we
will be able to reveal to what extent Russian
authors follow international academic writing
conventions regarding the identification of a
RG in academic discourse. Diachronic
variation in the use of RGI strategies could
also be of interest.

This research suggests that academic
writing teaching materials should consider the
distinct rhetorical practices and writing
conventions of different disciplines. The
findings emphasize the need to recognize the
differential effects of disciplinary
communities on academic writing.
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